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The Athenian Mercury. 
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Queft. Be Hy; Old Age is generally defired 2 
Anfw. "Tis not fo much Old Age, 


as Longer Life ,we defire and there- 
fore chufe the Inconveniences ,of one, only for che 
Good of the other. 

Queft. 2. Whether Dr. Sherlock be Dean of St, Paul's, 
de Faéto or de Jure ? 

Anfw. Both. As cthéir Majefties are King and Queen ; 
nor does the Dr. any where in his Famous Book affirm 
the contrary. 

Queft. 3. Was the ufe of Wine unknown to. the Antidilu- 
vian World ? 

Anfw. We fee no Reafon to believe it was 5 Ars /ongay 
vita brevis, paflesfor an undeniable Maxim in our World ; 
but it held nor in that, where their excraorcinary lon- 
gevity gave them fuch great advantages , both for the 
accidental invention, and rational improvements of a!l 
ufeful Knowledg. Now the Life of Man, and his natu- 
ral Happinefs being one of the chiefeft things all pro- 
vide for, “tis very probable they would take all the care 
poflible to make ic run as eafy as they could, efpecially 
when they were given over to fuch a general Senfuality, 
that they minded nothing beyond it; buc the whcele 
Earth was corrupt before God. Nor is it fo eafy to be 
imagined, how the whole World could be fo entirely 
Debauch’d wichout letting Wine come in for a fhare 
in’t; efpecially Wine being a thing fo eafily invented, 
and almoft dropping of its own accord out of the 
Grape. 

Further, that “ewas in ufe before the Deluge, feems 
rather favoured chan denied in the cafe of Noah,Gen. 9. 
20, 21. Noah began to be an Husbandman, and he planted 
a Vineyard, and he drank, of the Wine, and was Drunken. 
Some would, to excufe the Patriarch, have us believe he 
was unacquainted with the ufe and nature of Wine, it 
being newly invented, and founwictingly drank to Intoxi- 
cation. Burthere’sno need of this, though a good Man, 
he was but a Man; and as fuch might be guilty of an In- 
firmity , as Lot was afterwards of one of a much fouler 
Nature. Noah, "cis faid, began (after the Flood ) to be 
an Husbandman , and planted a Vineyard 5 from which 
Place we may as well argue, he invented Husbandry, 
which we know was as old as the Fall ; God faying then 
to Adam, Thou fhalt till the Ground from whence thou wert 
taken. 

Queft. 4. Whether the Lives of the Patriarchs were really 
as long as we generally think em, and whether we are to 
reckon their Ages by Solar or Lunar Years ? 

Anfw. That they were much longer in the firft Ages 
than fince, Experience and Holy Writ teaches us, from 
the gradual decreafe of their Years till Facob’s or per- 
haps David’s time’, near which they have fince ftood, 
Threefcore and Ten, or Fourfcore being the Age of an 
Old Man now, as’cwas then. Profane uthors alfo have 


not omitted co remark it ; 


Terra malos Homines nunc educat atque pufillos. 


Says one of them,denoting their Degeneracy. That we are 
to reckon the Lives of che Antidiluvians by Solar and not 
Lunar Years, appears to a Demonftration, both from this 
Ohfervation already made, and from the Impoflibiliry of 
fixing the Period where the fuppofed account fhould be 
firft chang’d from Lunar to Solar, which elfe would be ve- 
ry ridiculous. For Mojes when he went co deliver J/rael, 
muft be buc Six Years Old: Jacob when an old Man, and 
about Seventy Children and Grand-children, at his going 
in before Pharaoh, but Ten Years Old. And fome of the 
Antidiluvian Patriarchs, particularly Mabaleel and Enoch, 
litcle more than Five Years old each, and buc Children 
themfelves when they begat Sons and Daughters; as will 
eafily eppear to any who will be ac the pains to divide 
the number of their Years byr2, which will very near 
reduce the Solar into the Lunar. On this Head may be 
well -nough introduced a pretty Obfervation fome have 
made on the Ages of che Parriarchs, chat chofe li. 
ved fongeft, who married lateft : Fared who lived an 162 
Years nefore he begat Enoch, reaching in all co 9623 and 
Methujelab,who lived 127 Years before he begat Lamech, 


not dying rill he was 969. This obfervation we own 
pleafant , but not Solid , both becaufe che Patriarchs 
might be Married fome Years before they had Cnildren, 
and becaufe ( which /s the furer Reafon ) L.mech lived 

182 Years e’re he begat Noth, and yet dyed at "77. One 
thing more e’re we difmils this entertaining Subje& 5 
though Methufelah lived moj? Years of all the Parriarchs, 
yet we can’t properly call him che O/deft Man armongft 
them: For granting dan created in the fullnefs of 
Strength and Vegete Manhood, which all allow, the low- 
eft time of which we muft place in thofe Ages about 60 
and adding to this his 930 Years, which he a@ually li- 
ved, we may reckon him coo when he died; at which 
rate, he was 21 Years older than Nerhiufelah 

Queft. 5. Whether we may fuppofe the Peaple before the 
Flood, exceeded thofe after; as much in Stature and Strength 
as in Longevity ? ' 

_ Anfw, If the Giants and Mighty Men (poken of in the 
Sixch of Genefis, are to be underftood in the Common 
Senfe which the words feem ro bear, ic may appear pro- 
bable, thar the generality of Men were not fuch betore 
the Flood, for they feem to be éxcepted from the reft of 
the World. There wefe Giants in the Earth in thofe Days, 
about the Birth of Noah, and alfo after chat ; fuppofe near 
or in the Flood, their Race being deftroyed by it, unlefs 
In any accidental Monftrous Initances, which afterwards 
happened. This is obfervable, that we read of no Giants 
after the Flood but among the pofteriry of Curfed Cham, 
Goltah, and the reft of che Philiftines coming from Miz. 
raim, and the Anakims from Canaan, Gen. 10. 

Queft. 6. Are there any fuch Creatures as Pigmies ? 

Anfw. Joft as much as Satyrs, both of them being on. 
ly of the Monkey kind, fome greater, as Dvills and other 
Creatures difcovered in the Woods of Africa and 4fia, 
near the Cape, and in other Places; of which fee the 
Figures in Ogilby, and other Writcrs ; forme lefs, not a 
bove swo Foot hizh, whofe Skeleton pretty well refembles 
a Mans; and fome of them are {hewn as fuch to thofe 
who underftand no better. 

Not chat we'd be thought to deny that there are Men 
exceeding little (pardon the Solecifm) and yer exa& and 
perfe@ly form’d, as are fome of the Seraglio Dwarfs, and 
fuch as we have formerly had common enough in the 
Court of England ; though now as much out of Fafhion, 
as Fools and Fardingals. But what we atfirm is this, Thae 
there ismo fuch determinate diftiné Nation, nor ever 
Was, in Being; nor are they any where co be found, un- 
lefs among the Severites and Severinghi, or in the fame 
Latitude with Pliny’s People of No-Mouths, who lived on- 
ly by che fmell of Fruits and Flowers. 

Queft. 7. Woat was the World made of ? 

Anfw. Pre-exi/:ent matter: The Judicious Reader may 
perhaps ftare at the firft appearance of fo ftrange a notion; 
but we doubt nor he'll be of another Mind , as foon as 
we have explained the Terms, and in what Senfe we cake 
both the World and pre-exiftent matter. By World, << 
mean the orderly frame of vifible things ; by pre-cxifting 
matter, we mean a Chaos, when the Earth was without 
form, and wid; or as Cvid calls it, Rudis, indigeftaque 
Moles. In the beginning, God created the Heaven and the 
Earth, This Heaven muft be che higheft of all, che Seat 
of the BlefJed, becaufe not the Vifible Heaven we behold ; 
the Seat of the Sun and Moon, and Stars, fince we read 
of this Firmament , or rather Expanfefome time after 
Created, Then comes the Earth, fuch a Mafs as is defcri- 
bed, without Beauty, withoue Order; and therefore could 
not, while it continued fuch, be properly ftiled xocuG-, 
Mundus, or the World, bute may well enough be confidered 
as pre-exiftent matter, in ref{pe& of what ’cwas afterwards. 
Any other pre-exiflent matter we deny, and know’cis im- 
pofiible to prove it, and abfurd co attempt it. If fuch mat. 
ter, ic multebe Eternal; which either makes two Eternals 
or matter it felf to be God, both of which fuppoficions 
are pureft Nonfenfe. Again, the flep out of fuch Diva 
order into fo regular and lovely a Frame, {eems little le/s, 
perhaps is really greater, than out of not Being at all, in- 
ro attual Being. *fwas God who produced this change, as 
the Querift fuppofes ; asking what the World was made 
of? which implies ir made not it felf: Nor will we chank 


him 
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sm for fuch a grant, for ic is impofible for meer mat- 
aaneeerty or a it {elf, co a& or produce any rational 
Oueh8. Whether the Pentatéuch were written by Mofes ? 
Anfw. There’s more depends on this Queftior, than 
inora, Mr. Hobs and others of 
appears at firft fight 5 Spinoza, ir. neiatitee 
the fame Religion, not daring pudlickly co fer themfelves 
onft i icy of the Scriptures, for fear of ha- 
again‘t the Auchority ah 
ving their Tongues Bored, oF their Cheeks Branded, have 
gone a more cunning way CO work,denying their Antiqut- 
ty,in order to leffen their Authority, as indeed they would 
goa fair length cowards both, could they once perfuade 
us that thee Five Books were compofed long after Mo/es 
his time, «5 well as thofe wiich follow chem long after 
the macters contained therein were really cranfacted. 
However by,their leaves we muft take the Affirmative in 
this great Queftion, and inorder co eftablifh the Truth, 
fhall frft produce what proof we have for our own Opt- 
nion, then anfwer their Objections againft ic, and 
Jaftly examin their contrary Hy pothefis , and prove the 
faifhood and abfurdiry thereof. , 

We prove then, chat chefe Five Books were really 

write by Mofes ; 1ft. From che Univerfal Traditional 
Teftimony both of Jews, Chriftians and Heathens, much 
more than we have tor Homer's, Pindar’s, Virgil's, Confu- 
fius’s Works, which from a fingle, narrow, national T ra- 
dition, we fo firmly believe to be theirs whofe Names 
they bear, that a Man would deferve no orher Anfwer 
but Laughter who affirm’d the contrary. The Jews and 
Chriftians none will difpute us: The Antient, very an- 
tient Heathens affirm as mach, Orpheus himfelf, or ifnot 
he, one allowedly very antient, mentions him, his Works, 
his very Name, as clearly as ie could be exprefied in 
Greek, (USporyevns,) and chat as a Lawgiver, ( ds vu, ) 
and quotes out of him che fame things we now find in 
the Writings which bear his Name, 

But we have infinicely a more fure word of Prophe- 
fy, and are able to demonftrate in this cafe, as well as 
feveral others, chat thofe who believe Hobs, muft dexy our 
Saviour ; for "tis be who expretly and frequently appeals 
to che Books of Mufes, the Canon being long before thar 
time fixed as "cis now, asour Adverfaries own, They have 
Mol«s und the Prophets, {ays our Saviour ; noy they have 
not \/ es, fays Mr. Hobs, only a parcel of Law and Hifto. 
ry awn up in his Name by no Body knows who: Utrum 
borum? And had but Dives read the Let:zthan, chough 
he -.« ner fo happy to be born when the Wor'd was cn. 
hast vith fo profound an Oracle, he mig'it eafily 
have: o\’d vpon Abraham, aud ftill orctled for fome 
more «xtraordinary Arguments to converc his Brethren, 
thof* he had produced not being autlientick, nor fufh- 
cicic for thac purpofe. Again, in another place, whet 
did Mofes command , why was this asked, if nor unap- 
fwerabie? So Sc. Luke 24. 27. Beginning at Moses and ail 
the Prophets ; and co add no more, St. Mark 12.25. Have 
ye not read in the Book of Motes, how in the Bujh God fpake 
unto him, whereas according to thofe Gentlemen, they 
might have anfwered, No, they had never read ic in the 
Book of Mofes, only in that of Ezra, Further, weare 
able co prove Three of chofe Books ac leaft quoted as his. 
Exodus is called the Book of Mojes in the place juft men- 
tioned; and again in Heb. 9. 19. Leviticus is faid to be 
th Writing ot Mojes, Rom. 10. §. Deuteronomy in the 
qth of the 4&s and the 37, or what is equivalent, Texts 
are taken from thence , whereof Mofes is affirmed to be 
the Author. , 

Their Obje&ions againft chis Hypothefis, are the feve- 
ral Paflages as they fancy in thefe Writings, which agree 
nor to the time of Mofes; the chiefare chefe following. 
Gen. 13.7. And the Canaanite and the Perrizzite dwelled 
then in the Land, whence they'd argue, they dwele nor 
there now, when chis was written ; and cherefore the 
Book of Genefis compofed after the Canaanites were ex- 
pell'd. Of the fame Nature is chat Expreffion unro this 
Day, (chough chis rather belongs co the fucceeding Books, 
Jojbua, Judges, &c. being rarely if ever found inthe Pen- 
tateuch.) For,fay they, were mor the time wherein 
thofe things were tranfacted long pafs'd, ic were not 
proper for the Hiftorian co fay chings cogrinued in fuch 
or fuch a Scare, cill thts day. Another Argument is Ap- 
fes is Speaking of himfelf as a chird Perfony, commend- 
ing, difcommending, ¢yc. which they chink he'd noc 
have done had he wrote himfelf, Another, the naming 
of Places, particularly Dan, which was nor fo called till 
many Years, nay Ages afcer. Anocrher, the Death of Afo- 
fes being deferibed in the laft Chapter ; and laftly, rhe 
coherence and connexion between thofe Books, and the 
iucceeding, as far as Ezra. And thus we have endeayour- 


ed fairly to reprefent che ftrength of their Obje&ions, 
whereunco we give thefe following, and we hope fatis. 
factory An{wers. 

And firft, fhould we grant that the High Priefts or 
Scrives in every Age, having the keeping of the Sacred 
Canon, made what lireral or verbal Addcicions or Alte. 
ations they thought fit, as dire&ted by the Spiric of God, 
to render them more plain and intelligible to the Church, 
for whofe ufe they were wricten: This would withour 
more ado clear all the Controverfy. Bur we think there’s 
no need of making ufe of this general Shicld, while we 
are able to puc by every particular Stroke which has been 
made at the Antiquity of thefe Books. - The firft is the 
Canaanite and the Pertzzite were then inthe Land; whence 
they'd argue,they were not fo at the Writing che Hiftory ; 
but we deny chat co be a fair way of reafoning: That 
Particle then relating not always to time prejent, but fomee 


rimes co the time paft, and chatgs properly as che other, : 


Thus we may well enough fay, fuppofing in the time of 
William Rufus , the Normans were then in the Land, re. 
ferring co their not having been fo before , or of fuch or 
fuch a Year before pafs’d; fuppofing one had lived in 6s, 
the Plague was shen in che Cicy, nocat all affirming it not 
there when we {poke ir, Now we find good reafon for 
this Expreffion, the Canaanite was rhen inthe Land. Gen, 
12.8. becaufe of what follows, Zhe Lord faid, unto thy 
Seed will I give this Land; it being a Commendation of 
the Faith of Abraham, chat he believed what was pro. 
mifed when fo little likelihood thereof. Again Chap. 13. 
ver. iJ». There was a Strife between Abraham’s and Lot’s 
Herdmen, and the Canaanice dwelled then ip the Land, 
The Inconyenience and Scandal of their Strife being in- 
finuated, when they were among fuch ill Neighbours 5 
for which Reafon too, brabam might urge concord be. 
rween them, and {ays, Let there be no Strife, for we areé 
Brethren ? 

The Second Expreffion, Unto this Day, fignifies an un- 
determined fpacc of time,more or lefs, and may as well 
and as fairly be applied toa fhore time as a long one. 
Thus "ris faid of Rabab the Harlot, She her felf, noc her 
Family, She dwelteth in Virael unto this day, Joth. 6. 25. 
which therefore could, not be long after the time where- 
in the ching happened, | 

As for Mojes his /oeaking of himfelf, in the Third Pera 
fon. fo does St. {cohn, and many other Writers, nothing 
being morecommon. As for his Commending, Difpraifing 
himfeif, @9’c. ic argues the authority, fimplicicy and im. 
partiality of his Writings. Asfor his naming Places as 
they were long after called, we may withouc violence af- 
frm: it a prophetica!l Prolepfis ; for why mayn’c Names of 
Places, as well as Things be fpoken of by Prophe/y,co make 
the thing prophefied more unqueftionable when it begins 
to be fidfilled? as Cyrus and others. For the addition of 
atew Lines ac the latter end of Deuteronomy, giving an 
account ot lis Death, thar indeed might be added by 
fucceeding Governors, Jofhua or Eleazer, as a Pofticript, 
though the reft al’ his own Writing. 

But then chey argue from the Connexion and Coherence 
between the different Books, both thefe Five, and the 
fucceeding, that they were all che work of one Hand; 
which leads to che examining their Hypothefis, which 
they advance inftead of the old one, namely, chat after 
the Deftruction of the Temple, all the Copies of the Ho- 
ly Books were burnt 5 when, fays the Apocrypha, Efdras 
or Ezra,by the ftrength of Memory recovered them again 
word tor word; fay thefe Men, he out of all the Sacred 
Books compoied what we have now, giving the firft Five 
the name of Aofess, to gain them the higher Authority, 
and adding the reft as he thoughr fit. But neither can 
this hold, becaufe this Story of Ezra is all Apocryphal, 
and much more what they build upon it ; becaufe there 
were feveral Copies of thefe Books written out for the 
King, and probably too for the Levites and Expounders 
of the Law in their Cities and Synagogues ; Becaufe the 
Book of Abfes is mentioned exprefsly , both in the 
Chronicles , Ezra,and Nehemiah. Becaufe we find in the 
Writers atter the Captivity, feveral Chaldee Words, and 
almoft whole Chapters, but not fo in the Pentateuch, &c» 
Becaufe the Samaritans had, and ftill have the Pentateuch 
though they had nothing to do with the Jews after their 
Captiviry. Laftly, Becaufe the Ark of e is defcribed in 
fome of thofe Books, viz. 2 Chron, 5. 9+ as then, whenthe 
Book was writ, continuing in the fame pofture is was when 

removed by Solomon; They drew out the Staves of the 
Ark, and there they are unto this day ; but neither Staves 
nor Ark, as “tis notorioufly known, continued under the 
Second Temples. And as for the Connexions, they might 
be made as the Pofticript of Deut. before mentioned. 
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